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Madam Chairperson of the Intergovernmental Committee,

Ms Françoise Rivière, Assistant Director-General for Culture,

Honourable Delegates, 

Ladies and Gentlemen,

I should like to express my gratitude to the States Members of the Committee and to its Chairperson for the trust they have shown in me by assigning me the task of delivering the oral report of the debates of the second extraordinary session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage.

I also wish to take this opportunity to express my sincere thanks to the Bulgarian authorities for the extremely warm welcome given to the participants and the outstanding organization of this extraordinary session of the Committee, under the high patronage of the President of the Republic of Bulgaria, H.E. Mr Georgi Părvanov. His presence at the opening ceremony testifies to the great importance that the Republic of Bulgaria accords to the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage. 

I should also like to express my thanks to our Chairperson, H.E. Ms Irina Bokova, Ambassador of the Republic of Bulgaria to France and Permanent Delegate to UNESCO, for the rigorous manner in which she conducted the debates. Her sense of diplomacy and her patience helped to create a constructive working atmosphere for addressing a complex and challenging agenda.

In concluding this introduction, I should like to highlight and applaud the delegates’ open-mindedness, understanding and efficiency. Let me take this opportunity to reiterate our gratitude to the Secretariat team which supported us, to Ms Françoise Rivière, Assistant Director-General for Culture and representative of the Director-General, to Mr Smeets and his team, and to Mr El Zein, our Legal Adviser. We congratulate them on the quality of the documents provided to us and on their competence and dedication.

We should also like to thank all the interpreters, who have had a particularly difficult and thankless task, but who, once again, met the challenge brilliantly. The Committee especially appreciated being able to hold its session in four languages, thanks to the generosity of the Governments of Spain and Bulgaria which provided additional interpreting services in Spanish and Bulgarian respectively. 

Item 1: 
Opening of the session

The second extraordinary session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage began on Monday 18 February 2008 with an official opening ceremony presided over by H.E. Mr Georgi Părvanov, President of the Republic of Bulgaria and Ms Françoise Rivière, representative of the Director-General of UNESCO, and attended by H.E. Professor Stefan Danaïlov, Minister of Culture of Bulgaria and Mr Todor Tchurov, Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of Bulgaria and Chairperson of the National Commission of the Republic of Bulgaria for UNESCO. During the opening ceremony, speeches were also delivered by:

· Mr Koïchiro Matsuura, Director-General of UNESCO (via recorded video message); 

· the academician Nicola Sabotinov, Vice-President of the Bulgarian Academy of Sciences; 
· H.E. Mr Olabiyi Babalola Joseph Yaï, Chair of the Executive Board of UNESCO;
· H.E. Mr Mohammed Bedjaoui, President of the General Assembly of the States Parties to the 2003 Convention;

and, exceptionally, in light of his presence, H.E. Mr Paul Mba Abesole, Deputy Prime Minister, Minister for Culture and the Arts of Gabon.

Item 2: 
Election of the Members of the Bureau of the second extraordinary session of the Committee 

In the morning of 18 February 2008, on a proposal from Hungary supported by Turkey, the Committee elected unanimously and by acclamation the full Bureau of the session, as follows:

Chairperson:

H.E. Ms Irina Bokova (Bulgaria);
Rapporteur:

Ms Hortense Nguema Okome (Gabon);

Vice-Chairpersons:
India, Mexico, Turkey and United Arab Emirates. 

Item 3: 
Adoption of the provisional agenda 

The item was adopted as amended, placing items 10, 12 and 13 at the end of the agenda. The Committee considered that the documents containing the operational directives to be approved by the General Assembly at its next session should be discussed first to ensure the effective launch and implementation of the Convention. 

Item 4: 
Adoption of the draft Summary Record of the second session of the Committee

The draft Summary Record of the second session in Tokyo was adopted as it stood, it being understood that the errors indicated would be corrected by the Secretariat. 

Item 5 Rev:
Admission of observers

In application of paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of Decision 2.COM 4, two organizations of the United Nations system attended the session as observers. Also admitted as observers were 26 States non party to the Convention but Member States of UNESCO or of the United Nations, two intergovernmental organizations and 25 non-governmental organizations and non-profit-making institutions active in the fields covered by the Convention, as set out in Decision 2.EXT.COM 5. 

Item 6: 
Draft Operational Directives on the involvement of communities and their representatives, experts, centres of expertise and research institutes in the implementation of the Convention

In the afternoon of Monday 18 February, Mr Pape Massène Sène (Senegal), Chairperson of the subsidiary body composed of Algeria, Belgium, Japan, Peru, Romania and Senegal, which had been asked to prepare draft operational directives on the involvement of communities and their representatives, practitioners, experts, centres of expertise and research institutes in the implementation of the Convention, gave a brief introduction to the document. Speaking on behalf of the subsidiary body, he recalled the close link between communities, which both create intangible cultural heritage and are the main focus of the Convention, and experts, centres of expertise and research institutes. He indicated that the principles, fields and mechanisms of action had been defined. Considering that the preamble contained in the report of the rapporteur of the subsidiary body on the modalities for the participation of communities or their representatives, practitioners, experts, centres of expertise and research institutes in the implementation of the Convention, should definitely be included in the final document, the Committee began its debate with the preamble before turning to the operational directives. 

Several delegates expressed a strong desire to see communities play a greater role in the implementation of the Convention and recalled the responsibility of States Parties in facilitating their entry into the circuit of information sharing, communication and dialogue among all stakeholders. 

In general, the Committee appreciated the work of the subsidiary body and considered that the text was very close to the spirit and letter of the Convention. 

On Tuesday 19 February, after a lengthy debate, the preamble contained in information document 201/INF.4 and the operational directives annexed to the decision were approved after being amended. 

Decision 2.EXT.COM 6 was adopted as amended.

Item 7: 
Formal and procedural conditions concerning the incorporation of items proclaimed “Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity” in the Representative List, notably the Masterpieces present in the territories of States non party to the Convention

The Chairperson opened the debate on item 7, “Formal and procedural conditions concerning the incorporation of items proclaimed ‘Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity’ in the Representative List, notably the Masterpieces present on the territory of States non party to the Convention”, on the afternoon of Tuesday 19 February. The item was introduced by the representative of the Legal Adviser, who first reviewed the legal issues related to the question and the considerations of international law that had guided the Secretariat in drafting the conditions submitted to the Committee’s consideration. He went on to explain three important points concerning States non parties, namely, the automatic incorporation of their Masterpieces; notification of the indivisibility of the related rights and obligations; and the consequences of their consent or lack thereof. Those formal conditions had been drafted so as to allow the Committee to fulfil its obligation towards States non party, to inform them specifically of the fact that the Masterpieces incorporated in the Representative List would be placed on an equal footing with items inscribed in the future and governed by the same legal regime giving rise to rights and obligations to be accepted and assumed by them, on the condition that they expressed their explicit consent in writing after a reasonable period of time.

During the general debate on the full text, the delegates who took the floor considered that the document reflected the Committee’s position as expressed during the debate on the subject at the Tokyo session. In addition, given its highly technical nature, they preferred to deal with the Annex containing the formal and procedural conditions as a whole, as debate on any single paragraph might undermine the coherence and logic of the whole.

The Committee also requested that the very clear presentation made by the representative of the Legal Adviser be distributed to the members of the Committee and included in the written report of the meeting.

However, reservations about paragraphs 6 and 8 were expressed by the delegation of Turkey, which considered that the text did not provide specific criteria that would allow the Committee to avoid discriminating between States non party that failed to accept the rights and assume the obligations arising from the incorporation of their Masterpieces, and that the language used in paragraph 8 was unsuitable for an Intergovernmental Committee. The majority of the Committee nevertheless took the view that firm language was indispensable in some cases. The Committee therefore decided to adopt the document in its initial form, with a few editorial changes and the specification that States non party to the Convention would have one year to agree explicitly in writing to accept the rights and assume the obligations arising from the Convention.

The formal and procedural conditions set out in the Annex to the decision under consideration were approved by acclamation.

Decision 2.EXT.COM.7 was adopted, as amended in paragraph 5. 

Item 8: 
Accreditation of non-governmental organizations and transitional provisions for their involvement in examinations at the request of the Committee

In introducing the item concerning the accreditation of non-governmental organizations and transitional provisions for their involvement in examinations at the request of the Committee, the Secretary of the Convention referred to Article 9.1 of the Convention which requests the Committee to propose to the General Assembly the accreditation of non-governmental organizations with recognized competence in the field of the intangible cultural heritage to enable them to act in an advisory capacity to the Committee. He also recalled the extensive debates and the decisions adopted at the Committee’s previous sessions with reference to Article 9.2 of the Convention, which requests the Committee to propose the criteria for and modalities of such accreditation.

The representative of the Director-General said that the working document proposed a transitional solution to the problem of the time lapse between the approval by the General Assembly of the criteria for and modalities of that accreditation in June 2008 and the first accreditation, in June 2010, during the third session of the General Assembly, of NGOs meeting those criteria. In between, the first inscriptions on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding would take place in 2009, at which time the Committee would need to call upon either NGOs accredited by the General Assembly or research institutes, centres of expertise and/or individuals not requiring accreditation. If, in the space of those two years between 2008 and 2010, the Committee wished to call upon NGOs, provisional measures would have to be put in place to meet the Convention’s requirement that NGOs must be accredited before acting in an advisory capacity to the Committee. One way to have NGOs act as advisers without being previously accredited would be for the Assembly to delegate that power to the Committee for two years. 

Some delegates were concerned that by adopting a specific decision concerning the accreditation of NGOs, other partners offering advisory services would somehow be left out. Since the Committee deemed it more appropriate that some of the decisions should be taken directly by the General Assembly, the Secretariat drafted a new decision 2.EXT.COM 8 Rev, accompanied by resolution 2.GA xx, which the Committee could recommend to the General Assembly for adoption. The first part fell within the scope of the Committee and recalled the decisions that it had already adopted on that subject at its previous sessions, while emphasizing in particular that the evaluations could be made equally by a broad range of actors. The second part came under the authority of the General Assembly and was drafted in the form of a resolution recommended by the Committee for adoption by the General Assembly.

After a lengthy debate in the morning of Wednesday 20 February, the Committee adopted Decision 2.EXT.COM 8Rev as amended, and recommended to the General Assembly Resolution 2.GA xx as amended, while stressing once again the importance of the advisory services offered by public or private bodies, individuals, experts, centres of expertise, research institutes and non-profit-making institutions with recognized competence in the various fields of the intangible cultural heritage.

Following the adoption of Decision 2.EXT.COM 8 Rev as amended, one NGO, speaking on behalf of nine NGOs, reaffirmed their interest in the Committee’s work and their readiness to provide advisory services.

Item 9: 
Draft budget proposal for the use of resources of the Intangible Heritage Fund 

The Chairperson introduced item 9 of the agenda in the afternoon of Wednesday 20 February. The Secretary of the Convention briefly recalled Decision 1.EXT.COM 9 adopted in Chengdu, which aligned the Fund’s financial period with that of UNESCO. The Secretariat had therefore drawn up two separate detailed budgets, one covering the period from July 2008 to December 2009 and the other from January to June 2010. He also made reference to Decision 2.COM 10 adopted in Tokyo, in which the Committee had fixed the percentages of the resources to be allocated to the Convention’s various objectives. The detailed budgets were based on the total contributions from States Parties received up to the end of December 2007 ($1,924,854) and strictly respected the percentages determined by the Committee at its meeting in Tokyo.

That item did not pose any real problem. However, before adopting the decision and its two annexes as they stood, several delegations stressed the importance of drawing up inventories and called for an increase in budgetary resources for that purpose. The same importance was accorded to urgent safeguarding assistance. The Committee finally decided not to modify its decision adopted five months previously, considering it more prudent to decide on the matter after an initial assessment of the actual needs which would better enable the Committee to decide on the amounts to be allotted by objective.

Decision 2.EXT.COM 9 was adopted as it stood.
Item 11: 
Draft Operational Directives on reporting to the Committee by the States Parties 

The Secretary of the Convention introduced the item and recalled Article 29 of the Convention, which provides that the States Parties shall submit to the Committee, observing the forms and periodicity to be defined by the Committee, reports on the measures taken for the implementation of the Convention. The draft proposed by the Secretariat made a clear distinction between reports on safeguarding at the national level in general, which include information to be provided on items inscribed on the Representative List, reports to be submitted concerning items on the Urgent Safeguarding List and reports which States non party having items on the List were required to submit.

The Chairperson opened the debate by proposing that the operational directives be examined paragraph by paragraph. The operational directives on the submission of reports by the States Parties on the implementation of the Convention were then adopted, as amended in paragraphs 2, 3, 7 and 8. The Committee, considering that the deadline for the submission of such reports set at 31 December posed some practical problems, advanced it to 15 December. The Delegation of India also wondered about the advisability of submitting periodic reports at the regional level, as was the case with the World Heritage Centre. Considering furthermore that such reports should not create an additional burden for countries, especially the developing countries, the Committee endorsed the amendment by Algeria and Gabon proposing that reports be drawn up using standard guidelines and a simplified format devised by the Secretariat and adopted by the Committee. 

In the morning of Thursday 21 February, the Committee adopted without major changes the operational directives on submission of reports by States Parties on the items included in the Urgent  Safeguarding List, as well as those governing the receipt and handling of the reports and those concerning the reports by States non party to the Convention on the items inscribed on the Representative List.

Draft Decision 2.EXT.COM 11 was adopted together with the draft operational directives annexed thereto, as amended. 

Item 14: 
Amendment to the Rules of Procedure regarding the functions of the Bureau

Recalling Decision 2.COM 11 adopted in Tokyo, which authorized the Bureau to evaluate requests for international assistance of less than $25,000, the Committee recognized the need to amend its Rules of Procedure in consequence and to review its organizational and working methods.

The document prepared by the Secretariat was endorsed by the Committee, which adopted Decision 2.EXT.COM 14 and amended Article 12 of its Rules of Procedure, making a clear distinction between the functions and composition of the Bureau. It was also specified that Member States of the Committee and other States Parties to the Convention would be admitted to the Bureau meetings as observers. 

Item 15: 
Examination of the issue of admission of non-governmental organizations and non-profit-making institutions as observers

The Chairperson introduced the item by recalling that, at its second session in Tokyo, the Committee had decided to pursue at its next session its examination of the question of admission to its sessions of non-governmental organizations and non-profit-making institutions as observers. 

The document submitted by the Secretariat provided for the continuation of the transitional procedure established in Tokyo for the admission of NGOs and non-profit-making institutions to the Committee’s third session in Istanbul. The possibility of setting up a subsidiary body to examine that question and find a long-term solution to it was also raised.

Given the problem of the renewal of half the Committee’s Member States at the second session of the General Assembly in June 2008, the Committee was not in favour of setting up such a body. 

Decision 2.EXT.COM 15 was adopted as amended, by removing the paragraphs referring to the establishment of a subsidiary body and its annex, by reaffirming Decision 2.COM 4 adopted in Tokyo and by specifying that the Committee would continue to examine, at its next session, the issue of admission as observers of non-governmental organizations and non-profit-making institutions with a view to making a final decision on that matter. Noting that the Tokyo decision required that a list of NGOs and non-profit-making organizations be drawn up, the Committee recalled that States Parties were responsible for putting forward the name of local and national NGOs while international regulations applied with regard to international non-governmental organizations.

Item 13: 
Draft Operational Directives on the principles governing the use of the emblem of the Convention 

Having decided that it was not in a position, at that session, to take a decision on the question of the emblem, the Committee accepted the Chairperson’s proposal to hold a general debate. The debate turned out to be very useful because it provided an opportunity to raise issues and various important aspects of a legal nature related to intellectual property, the use of the emblem with the UNESCO logo, and its commercial use. 

It was decided that the Secretariat would provide the States Parties with a short text on the conditions relating to the use of the UNESCO emblem, together with the most relevant paragraphs of 34 C/Resolution 86 of the General Conference. It was also decided that the States Parties would send their comments in writing to the Secretariat on the principles governing the use of the emblem of the Convention, as set out in the document entitled “Draft operational directives on the principles governing the use of the emblem of the Convention”. 

The last two items on the agenda, item 16 Rev, “Compilation of the operational directives” and item 17 Rev, “Report by the Committee to the General Assembly on its activities” had just been discussed. 

Item 16 Rev: 
Compilation of the chapters of the Operational Directives

The General Assembly had requested the Committee to submit to it, for approval at its second ordinary session, the operational directives for the implementation of the Convention. 

Working document 201/16 Rev, to which had been added by the Secretariat yesterday, Thursday 21 February 2008, the operational directives adopted by the Committee at its session in Sofia, respected the order of the Convention to the fullest possible extent. 

The document did not present any major difficulties. The Committee decided not to keep the introduction as it stood, but to request the Director-General to draft an introduction that would accompany the document when it went before the General Assembly. An information kit would also be prepared, which would provide the representatives at the General Assembly with all the reference materials and decisions of the Committee that were needed to explain the rationale behind the operational directives. The document would also contain the legal information provided by the Legal Adviser concerning the incorporation of items proclaimed as “Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity” into the Representative List, giving States Parties a better understanding of the process.

The Committee also invited the Director-General to hold an information meeting for the delegations at the end of May or the beginning of June in Paris. 

Following a debate on chapter 4 and the preamble preceding the operational directives concerning the involvement of communities, groups and, where applicable, individuals, as well as experts, centres of expertise and research institutes, the Committee decided, by consensus, to keep the preamble to the directives in place, bearing in mind that the General Assembly might reconsider that point.

Decision 2.EXT.COM 16 Rev was then adopted with the compiled directives annexed as amended, notably in chapter 3 concerning the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund which was being managed as a Special Account. 

Item 17 Rev: 
Report by the Committee on its activities

Pursuant to Article 30.1 of the Convention, the Committee drew up, on the basis of the activities that it had undertaken since its first session, a report for the second session of the General Assembly. The working document had also been revised by the Secretariat yesterday, 21 February 2008, to bring it into line with the Committee’s session in Sofia. 

Turkey recalled that the third session of the Committee would be held in Istanbul from 4 to 8 November 2008.

Estonia once again expressed its desire to host the fourth session of the Committee in 2009.

For information: 

The date for submission of proposals for the emblem was extended to 17 March 2008. 

The deadline for sending to the Secretariat the written comments by States Parties on the draft operational directives governing the use of the emblem was set for 1 June 2008.

Decision 2.EXT.COM 17 Rev was adopted with the report of the Committee annexed thereto as amended.

-----------------------

I should like to remind you that two items on the provisional agenda of this session in Sofia, namely the draft operational directives on the means to increase the resources of the Intangible Heritage Fund and the operational directives on visibility were postponed to the next session of the Committee.

Hoping that my explanations have been precise, I am confident that I have adequately covered the essential aspects of your rich debates. 

Thank you for your attention.
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